

The 4/8/64 Hubert to miens came ct Tad» btt filer! under -uby 




1 hed n*v«r eeen tale. As the copy you sent n» shows, it I a not filed 
under ' ade. 1 am oretty certain is also is net filea under Lilians, for I believed 
x checked hi. file as sonn as this pBrt was raaae available. I'd aLpreciete two of 
the clear copies you made and one o:’ the illegible original. 1 will write .lade 
about this end other tilings. 

Waat should hove interested toe Conriesion sni is entirely mlasinr is 
eny reason or interest la wnefcever reason tn B t couls motivate Wade- in refusing to 
let toe lawyers of toe CS see enytaing "nils ueving no reluctance for tne FBi'to. 

Suppose it is nothing more sinister then hie Kuby-cese evidence? Why 
8uouic he not went the EJ tc know wnet he hed? Did he suspect it wanted Ruby 
acquitted? What could h^ve made bim feel that way? 

It ia also intereating that tney were not satisfied with simple Xerox 
copies but instead wanted negatives, ranch more expensive. 

1 add this definitely was act ia toe Renrcin file, thr. fi at of these 

I checked. 


On second thought, if it is not too muon, because l think at sorae point 
- l may want t.c use this, could you pleace send no two copies of tue origi’ el also? 

I 11 let you iw know what, if anything, ± near from ^ade. r £here is no rush. But 
1 h * Te been intending to write him. Is it not significant there seems to be no 
followup dame with ttade's decision? Should they not U*ve been together in the filea? 
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